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US. Customs Service 


Treasury Decisions 


(T.D. 79-213) 
Synopses of Drawback Decisions 


The following are synopses of drawback rates issued April 6, 1979, 
to May 25, 1979, inclusive, pursuant to sections 22.1 and 22.5, in- 
clusive, Customs Regulations. 

In the synopses below are listed, for each drawback rate or amend- 
ment approved under section 1313(b), the name of the company, 
the specified articles on which drawback is authorized, the merchandise 
which will be used to manufacture or produce these articles, the 
factories where the work will be accomplished, the date the state- 
ment was signed, the basis for determining payment, the Regional 
Commissioner to whom the rate was forwarded, and the date on which 
it was forwarded. 

(DRA-1-09) 
Dated: July 26, 1979. 
Donatp W. Lewis, 
Acting Assistant Commissioner, 
Regulations and Rulings. 


(A) Company: Armco, Inc., National Supply Co. Division. 

Articles: Drilling rigs, drawworks, and pump assemblies. 

Merchandise: Drawworks, pumps, rotaries, swivels, hook and crown 
blocks. 

Factories: Gainesville, Houston, and Odessa, Tex.; Torrance, Calif. 
and New Iberia, La. 

Statement signed: March 29, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioners of Customs: Houston and 
Los Angeles, May 4, 1979. 


(B) Company: Beverage Capital Corp. 


Articles: Canned and bottled carbonated and noncarbonated 
beverages. 
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Merchandise: Hard and liquid refined sugar, liquid refined invert 
sugar. 

Factory: Baltimore, Md. 

Statement signed: March 22, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: New York. 
May 18, 1979. 

(C) Company: Burlington Industries, Inc. 

Articles: Woolen and worsted piece goods, and woolen and worsted 
peace goods containing a blend of wool and various synthetic fibers; 
dyed wool top; and woolen and worsted yarn, and woolen and 
worsted yarn containing a blend of wool and various synthetic 
fibers. 

Merchandise: Grease wool, scoured wool, wool top. 

Factories: Raeford, Oxford, and Wake Forest, N.C.; Clarksville and 
Halifax, Va. 

Statement signed: March 14, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Appearing in, with distribution of drawback to the 
several products obtained on the basis of their each being of the 
same value per unit. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioners of Customs: New York 
and Baltimore, May 18, 1979. 

Revokes: T.D. 55722-0, T.D. 56197-T, T.D. 73-236-Z, and T.D. 
73-88-C, superseded. 

(D) Company, Central International Corp. 

Articles: Botran 75W (2,6-dichloro-4-nitroaniline) 75 percent powder. 

Merchandise: 2,6-dichloro-4-nitroaniline (DCNA). 

Factory: Sandune, Tex. 

Statement signed: February 25, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Appearing in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: New York; 
May 10, 1979. 

(E) Company: Eli Lilly & Co. 

Articles: Various cefamandole nafates. 

Merchandise: D(—) mandelic acid. 

Factories: Clinton, Lafayette, and Indianapolis, Ind. 

Statement signed: March 12, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: Chicago, 

May 3, 1979. 

(F) Company: Eli Lilly & Co. 

Articles: Tylosin granulated concentrate 260 gm/kg; tylosin phosphate 
22 mg/gm; tylosin phosphate 88 mg/gm. 
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Merchandise: Tylosin phosphate concentrate. 

Factories: Clinton, Ind.; Omaha, Nebr. 

Statement signed: February 27, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Appearing in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: Chicago; 
May 1, 1979. 


(G) Company: Gulf & Western Industries, Inc., G & W Natural 
Resources Group, Chemicals Division—Titanium. 

Articles: Titanium dioxide pigment—refined. 

Merchandise: Titanium dioxide pigment—crude. 

Factory: Gloucester City, N.J. 

Statement signed: September 25, 1978. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: Baltimore; 
May 25, 1979. 


(H) Company: Hooker Chemical & Plastics Corp., Ruco Division. 
Articles: Polyester resins. 

Merchandise: Adipic acid. 

Factory: Hicksville, N.Y. 

Statement signed: April 5, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 


Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: New York, 
May 21, 1979. 


(I) Company: Mack Trucks, Inc. 

Articles: Trucks, tractors, truck-tractors, fire apparatus, buses, re- 
placement assemblies or component parts. 

Merchandise: Automotive component parts. 

Factories: Allentown, Macungie, and New Cumberland, Pa.; Hagers- 
town, Md.; Hayward, Calif.; Atlanta, Ga.; Bridgeview, Ill.; Arling- 
ton, Tex.; Bridgewater, NJ. 

Statement signed: April 6, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Appearing in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: Baltimore, 
May 22, 1979. 


(J) Company: Panelfab International Corp. 

Articles: Prefabricated steel buildings and parts. 

Merchandise: Embossed painted galvanized steel sheet in coils. 

Factory: North Miami, Fla. 

Statement signed: April 4, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Appearing in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: New York, 
May 22, 1979. 
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(K) Company: Panelfab Puerto Rico, Inc? 

Articles: Prefabricated steel buildings and parts. 

Merchandise: Stucco-embossed painted galvanized steel sheet in 
coils. 

Factory: Bayamon, P.R. 

Statement signed: April 4, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Appearing in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: New York; 
May 22, 1979. 


(L) Company: Rockwell International Corp. 

Articles: Leaf springs for trucks and passenger vehicles. 

Merchandise: Steel bars. 

Factory: New Castle, Pa. 

Statement signed: March 14, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Appearing in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: New York, 
May 22, 1979. 

Revokes: T.D. 79-63-U, superseded. 


(M) Company: Rohm & Haas Texas, Inc. 

Articles: Surfactants, tertiary alkyl amines, and octylphenol. 

Merchandise: Diisobutylene. 

Factory: Deer Park, Tex. 

Statement signed: April 11, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: Baltimore, 
May 10, 1979. 


(N) Company: Rohm & Haas Texas, Inc. 

Articles: Distilled grades of inhibited butyl acrylates and ethyl 
acrylates; and acrylic monomer blends. 

Merchandise: Parabenzoquinone. 

Factory: Deer Park, Tex. 

Statement signed: April 11, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: Baltimore, 
May 16, 1979. 

Revokes: T.D. 79-78-V, superseded. 


(O) Company: Rohm & Haas Texas, Inc. 

Articles: Distilled and/or crude grades of inhibited methyl methacry- 
lates. 

Merchandise: Methylene blue. 

Factory: Deer Park, Tex. 

Statement signed: April 11, 1979. 
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Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: Baltimore; 
May 16, 1979. 

Revokes: Unpublished Customs letter dated February 23, 1979; 
superseded. 


(P) Company: Rohm & Haas Texas, Inc. 

Articles: Distilled and/or crude grades of butyl methacrylate, isobutyl 
methacrylate, and ethyl methacrylate; higher methacrylates (in- 
cluding lauryl, stearyl, cetyl, and dodecyl pentadecyl methacry- 
lates); distilled and/or crude grades of methyl methacrylates; 
distilled and/or crude grades of methacrylic acid and/or glacial 
methacrylic acid; oil additives; and acetone cyanohydrin. 

Merchandise: Acetone. 

Factory: Deer Park, Tex. 

Statement signed: April 11, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: Baltimore; 
May 15, 1979. 


(Q) Company: Rohm & Haas Texas, Inc. 

Articles: Oil additives (VI improvers). 

Merchandise: Isodecyl alcohol. 

Factory: Deer Park, Tex. 

Statement signed: April 11, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: Baltimore; 
May 10, 1979. 

Revokes: T.D. 79-78-W, superseded. 


(R) Company: Rohm & Haas Texas, Inc. 

Articles: Oil additives (VI improvers), distilled butyl acrylates, and 
distilled and crude butyl methacrylates. 

Merchandise: N-butyl alcohol. 

Factory: Deer Park, Tex. 

Statement signed: April 11, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: Baltimore, 
May 10, 1979. 


(S) Company: Rohm & Haas Texas, Inc. 

Articles: Oil additives (VI improvers), methyl acrylates, and methyl 
methacrylates. 

Merchandise: Methyl alcohol. 

Factory: Deer Park, Tex. 

Statement signed: April 11, 1979. 
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Basis of claim: Used in. 


Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: Baltimore, 
May 10, 1979. 


(T) Company: Rohm & Haas Texas, Inc. 

Articles: Methacrylate monomers (IBMA), and oil additives (VI 
improvers). 

Merchandise: Isobutyl] alcohol. 

Factory: Deer Park, Tex. 

Statement signed: April 11, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 


Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: Baltimore, 
May 10, 1979. 


Revokes: T.D. 79-78-U, superseded. 


(U) Company: Sun Pac Foods, Inc. 

Articles: Orange concentrate, frozen concentrated orange juice, and 
orange juice from concentrate. 

Merchandise: Concentrated orange juice for manufacturing —55° to 
70° brix. 

Factories: Winter Haven and Longwood, Fla. 

Statement signed: March 15, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: Miami, May 
24, 1979. 


(V) Company: Tecrim Corp. 

Articles: Steel automotive wheel rims. 

Merchandise: Hot-rolled pickled and oiled steel coils (ASTM SAE 
1010). 

Factory: Carson, Calif. 

Statement signed: March 13, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: San Francisco, 
May 17, 1979. 


(W) Company: Tenneco Chemicals, Inc. 

Articles: Lubricants (oil and grease) and plasticizers. 

Merchandise: Tri-decyl alcohol, adipic acid, and isodecy] alcohol. 

Factory: Chestertown, Md. 

Statement signed: December 28, 1978: 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: New York, 
May 15, 1979. 
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(X) Company: U.S. Aluminum Corp. 

Articles: Aluminum alloy ingots. 

Merchandise: Silicon metal and silicon metal alloy. 

Factory: Marietta, Pa. 

Statement signed: November 8, 1978. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: Chicago 
May 25, 1979. 


(Y) Company: Universal Manufacturing Corp. 

Articles: Ballasts and ballast components. 

Merchandise: Electrical steel, cold-rolled lamination steel, cold-rolled 
carbon steel, and slit steel of above types. 

Factories: Paterson and Totowa, N.J.; Mendenhall and Vicksburg, 
Miss.; Blytheville, Ark. 

Statement signed: February 7, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Appearing in as to slit steel; Used in, less valuable 
waste, as to ballasts and ballast components. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: New York; 
April 20, 1979. 


(Z) Company: The Upjohn Co. 

Articles: Cortical steroids. 

Merchandise: Diethyl] oxalate. 

Factory: Kalamazoo, Mich. 

Statement signed: November 2, 1978. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: New York 
April 6, 1979. 


(T.D. 79-214) 
Synopses of Drawback Decisions 


The following are synopses of drawback rates and amendments 
issued October 2, 1978, to June 19, 1979, inclusive, pursuant to section 
22.1 and 22.5, inclusive, Customs Regulations. 

In the synopses below are listed for each drawback rate or amend- 
ment approved under section 1313(b), the name of the company, the 
specified articles on which drawback is authorized, the merchandise 
which will be used to manufacture or produce these articles, the 
factories where the work will be accomplished, the date the statement 
was signed, the basis for determining payment, the Regional Com- 

297-7983 —79 ——2 
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missioner to whom the rate was forwarded to or issued by, and the 
date on which it was forwarded or issued. 
(DRA-1-09) 
Dated: July 26, 1979. 
Donatp W. Lewis, 
Acting Assistant Commissioner, 
Regulations and Rulings. 


(A) Company: Alcan Aluminum Corp. 

Articles: Aluminum and aluminum alloy sheets, among other things. 

Merchandise: Aluminum and aluminum alloy ingots, among other 
things. 

Factories: Warren, Ohio; Fairmont, W. Va.; Los Angeles and Buena 
Park, Calif.; South Kearney and Woodbridge, N.J. 

Statement signed: June 2, 1976. 

Basis of claim: Appearing in. 

Amendment issued by Regional Commissioner of Customs: Boston, 
October 2, 1978. 

Amends: T.D. 56239-C, as amended, to cover additional factory at 
Buena Park, Calif., and to terminate factory at Riverside, Calif. 


(B) Company: Canada Dry Delaware Valley Bottling Co. 

Articles: Canned and bottled carbonated and noncarbonated beverages. 

Merchandise: Hard and liquid refined sugar; liquid refined invert 
sugar. 

Factory: Philadelphia, Pa. 

Statement signed: March 21, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: New York, 
May 29, 1979. 


(C) Company: Cerro Metal Products, a division of the Marmon 
Group Inc. 

Articles: Brass and bronze articles. 

Merchandise: Copper and zinc. 

Factory: Bellefonte, Pa. 

Statement signed: November 30, 1978. 

Basis of claim: Appearing in. 

Amendment issued by Regional Commissioner of Customs: Chicago, 
December 15, 1978. 

Amends: T.D. 50379-A, as amended; and T.D. 51853-A, as amended, 
to cover successorship from Cerro Corp. 


(D) Company: Concord Beverage Co. 
Articles: Canned and bottled carbonated and noncarbonated soft drinks. 
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Merchandise: Hard and liquid refined sugar; liquid refined invert 
sugar. 

Factory: Concordville, Pa. 

Statement signed: March 23, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: New York, 
June 1, 1979. 


(E) Company: Feralloy Corp. 

Articles: Muffler and pipe coils, slit sheet steel, among other things. 

Merchandise: Hot and cold rolled, galvanized or aluminum coated 
sheet steel coils, among other things. 

Factories: Chicago and Granite City, Ill.; Baltimore, Md.; Birming- 
ham, Ala.; Wilmington and Newcastle, Del. 

Statement signed: March 27, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Appearing in. 

Amendment issued by Regional Commissioner of Customs: New York, 
May 7, 1979. 

Amends: T.D. 68-51-K, as amended, to cover additional factories at 
Newcastle, Del., and Granite City, Ill, 

(F) Company: First Chemical Corp. 

Articles: 2-methyl aniline (orthotoluidine). 

Merchandise: Ortho-nitrotoluene. 

Factory: Pascagoula, Miss. 

Statement signed: April 6, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Appearing in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: New Orleans, 
May 25, 1979. 

(G) Company: Florsheim Shoe Co. 

Articles: Shoes, among other things. 

Merchandise: Finished upper leather (kid) and kid lining leather, 
among other things. 

Factories: Chicago, Anna, and Olney, IIl.; Cape Girardeau, Poplar 
Bluff, Kirksville, Hermann, Chaffee, West Plains, and Mexico, 
Mo.; Paducah, Ky.; Manati, P.R. 

Statement signed: September 27, 1978. 

Basis of claim: Used in, less valuable waste. 

Amendment issued by Regional Commissioner of Customs: Chicago, 
October 25, 1978. 

Amends: T.D. 54672-E, as amended, to cover additional factory at 
Mexico, Mo. 


(H) Company: B. F. Goodrich Co. 
‘Articles: Polyvinyl chloride compounds. 
Merchandise: Polyvinyl chloride resins. 
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Factories: Avon Lake and Marietta, Ohio; Louisville, Ky.; Henry, 
Tl. 

Statement signed: January 8, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Amendment issued by Regional Commissioner of Customs: Baltimore, 
February 5, 1979. 

Amends: T.D. 75-233-T, as amended, to cover additional factory 
at Marietta, Ohio. 


(I) Company: B. F. Goodrich Co. 

Articles: Hycar polyblend elastomers, Geon polyblend compounds. 

Merchandise: Polyvinyl chloride dispersion resins. 

Factories: Louisville, Ky.; Avon Lake, Ohio. 

Statement signed: February 26, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Amendment issued by Regional Commissioner of Customs: Baltimore, 
March 16, 1979. 

Amends: T.D. 77-192-P, to cover additional factory at Avon Lake, 
Ohio. 


(J) Company: Gulf Oil Corp. 
Articles: Calcined petroleum coke. 
Merchandise: Petroleum coke. 
Factory: Carlyss, La. 

Statement signed: February 28, 1979. 


Basis of claim: Appearing in. 
Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: Houston, 
June 8, 1979. 


(K) Company: Longyear Co. 

Articles: Threaded drill rods. 

Merchandise: Cold drawn seamless merchanical steel tubing. 

Factories: Roseville and Minneapolis, Minn. 

Statement signed: April 20, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: Chicago, 
June 6, 1979. 


(L) Company: Longyear Co 

Articles: Threaded drill rods (mid body tubing only). 

Merchandise: Cold drawn seamless mechanical steel tubing. 

Factories: Roseville and Minneapolis, Minn. 

Statement signed: April 20, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: Chicago, 
June 6, 1979. 
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(M) Company: McDowell-Wellman Co. 

Articles: Diesel electric locomotives, electric mining locomotives, 
rubber injection molding presses, car dumpers, and automatic train 
and car positioners. 

Merchandise: Carbon steel and alloy steel plate. 

Factories: Cleveland, Ohio; Port Huron, Mich. 

Statement signed: September 21, 1978. 

Basis of claim: Appearing in. 

Amendment issued by Regional Commissioner of Customs: Chicago, 
October 19, 1978. 

Amends: T.D. 77-135-V, to cover change in name from McDowell- 
Wellman Engineering Co. 


(N) Company: PPG Industries, Inc. 

Articles: Stabilized 1,1,1-trichloroethane (tri-ethane). 

Merchandise: Methyl chloroform (1,1,1-trichloroethane). 

Factories: San Pedro, Calif. (agent under 1313(b) approval); Lake 
Charles, La. 

Statement signed: May 10, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Appearing in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: Houston, 
June 13, 1979. 


(O) Company: Pennwalt Corp. 

Articles: Methyl mercaptan. 

Merchandise: Methanol. 

Factory: Beaumont, Tex. 

Statement signed: November 15, 1978. 

Basis of claim: Appearing in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: Houston, 
June 7, 1979. 


(P) Company: Rockwell International Corp. 

Articles: Drive axles. 

Merchandise: Rough castings of nodular cast iron. 

Factories: Newark and Marysville, Ohio. 

Statement signed: April 23, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Used in, less valuable waste. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: New York, 
May 29, 1979. 


(Q) Company: Rohm & Haas Delaware Valley, Inc. 

Articles: Acryloid solution coatings, plasticizers, solvent lacquer, and 
orthochrom products. 

Merchandise: N-butyl alcohol. 

Factories: Philadelphia and Bristol, Pa? 
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Statement signed: April 18, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: Baltimore, 
June 19, 1979. 

Revokes: Section No. 1, T.D. 78-397-U, superseded. 


(R) Company: Rohm & Haas Delaware Valley, Inc. 

Articles: Emulsions, ion exchange resins, solvent lacquers, surfactants, 
dispersants, hyamines, miscellaneous additives, and alkyl phenols. 

Merchandise: Diisobutylene. 

Factory: Philadelphia, Pa. 

Statement signed: April 18, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: Baltimore, 
June 19, 1979. 

Revokes: Section No. 2, T.D. 78-397-U, superseded. 


(S) Company: Rohm & Haas Delaware Valley, Inc. 

Articles: Plasticizers, paraplex P resins, and triton B-1956. 

Merchandise: Phthalic anhydride. 

Factory: Philadelphia, Pa. 

Statement signed: April 18, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: Baltimore, 
June 19, 1979. 

Revokes: Section No. 3, T.D. 78-397-U, superseded. 


(T) Company: Rohm & Haas Delaware Valley, Inc. 

Articles: Plasticizers. 

Merchandise: 1,3 butylene glycol. 

Factory: Philadelphia, Pa. 

Statement signed: May 11, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: Baltimore, 
June 19, 1979. 

Revokes: Section No. 5, T.D. 78-397-U, superseded. 


(U) Company: Rohm & Haas Delaware Valley, Inc. 

Articles: Surfactants. 

Merchandise: Stearyl alcohol. 

Factory: Philadelphia, Pa. 

Statement signed: May 11, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: Baltimore, 
June 19, 1979. 

Revokes: Section No. 7, T.D. 78-397-U, superseded. 
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(V) Company: Shasta Beverages, a division of Consolidated Foods 
Corp. 

Articles: Carbonated beverages. 

Merchandise: Liquid refined invert sugar. 

Factories: Columbus, Ohio; Union, N.J.; Denver, Colo.; Salt Lake 
City, Utah; Lenexa, Kans.; Baltimore, Md.; New Bedford, Mass.; 
Minneapolis, Minn.; Tukwila, Wash.; Portland, Oreg.; Granite 
City, Ill.; Memphis, Tenn.; Charlotte, N.C.; Eustis, Fla.; Birming- 
ham, Ala.; Phoenix, Ariz.; Houston, Tex. 

Statement signed: November 17, 1978. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Amendment issued by Regional Commissioner of Customs: San Fran- 
cisco, December 5, 1978. 

Amends: T.D. 54040-B, as amended, to cover additional factories 
listed above. 


(W) Company: T & F Industries, Inc. 

Articles: Fiberglass; Nomex; Kevlar; silicone; acrylic; rubber; pres- 
sure sensitized fabrics—all foregoing Teflon coated. 

Merchandise: Teflon dispersion (polytetrafluoroethylene PFTE). 

Factory: Rolling Meadows, III. 

Statement signed: April 17, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: Chicago, 
May 29, 1979. 


(X) Company: Tenneco Chemicals, Inc. 

Articles: Plasticizers, vinyls. 

Merchandise: 2 ethyl hexyl! alcohol. 

Factory: Chestertown, Md. 

Statement signed: May 3, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: New York, 
June 6, 1979. 

Revokes: T.D. 78-293—X, superseded. 


(Y) Company: U.S. Reduction Co. 

Articles: Aluminum alloy ingots and zinc die castings alloy. 

Merchandise: Aluminum ingots, electrolytic plate zinc slab, silicon 
metal, aluminum alloy ingots. 

Factories: East Chicago, Ind.; Toledo, Ohic; Russellville, Ala.; 
Fontana, Calif.; Alton, Il. 

Statement signed: November 30, 1978. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Amendment issued by Regional Commissioner of Customs: Chicago; 
December 7, 1978. 
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Amends: T.D. 54457-B, as amended, to cover additional factory at 
Alton, Ill. 


(Z) Company: Witco Chemical Corp. 

Articles: Sodium sulfonates; neutral magnesium sulfonates; over- 
based magnesium sulfonates; neutral calcium sulfonates; overbased 
calcium sulfonates; neutral barium sulfonates; overbased barium 
sulfonates. 

Merchandise: Mono alkyl benzene. 

Factories: Petrolia and Chester, Pa.; Harvey, La. 

Statement signed: May 14, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate forwarded to Regional Commissioner of Customs: New York, 
June 7, 1979. 


(T.D. 79-215) 


Reimbursable Services—Excess Cost of Preclearance Operations 


Notice is hereby given that pursuant to section 24.18(d), Customs Regulations 
(19 CFR 24.18(d)), the biweekly reimbursable excess costs for each preclearance 
installation are determined to be as set forth below and will be effective with the 
pay period beginning August 12, 1979. 


7 2 Biweekly 
Inst allation: excess cost 


Montreal, Canada $20, 066 
Toronto, Canada 

Kindley Field, Bermuda 

Freeport, Bahama Islands 

Nassau, Bahama Islands 

Vancouver, Canada 

Calgary, Canada 

Winnipeg, Canada 


Jack T. Lacy, 
Assistant Commissioner of Customs 
(Administration). 
[Published in the Federal Register"Aug. 3, 1979 (pg. 45816)] 


(T.D. 79-216) 
Synopses of Drawback Decisions 


The following are synopses of drawback rates and amendments 
issued May 7, 1979, to June 27, 1979, inclusive, pursuant to section 
22.1 and 22.5, inclusive, Customs Regulations. 

In the synopses below are listed for each drawback rate or amend- 
ment approved under section 1313(a), the name of the company, the 
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specified articles on which drawback is authorized, the merchandise 
which will be used to manufacture or produce these articles, the 
factories where the work will be accomplished, the date the statement 
was signed, the basis for determining payment, the Regional Com- 
missioner who issued the rate, and the date on which it was signed. 
(DRA-1-09) 
Dated: July 25, 1979. 
Donatp W. Lewis, 
Acting Assistant Commissioner, 
Regulations and Rulings. 


(A) Company: Adelphia Lamps & Shades, Inc. 

Articles: Lamps, chandeliers, wall lights, floor lamps. 

Merchandise: Imported lamp bases, lamp parts, porcelainware, 
brassware, ironware, and unwired chandeliers. 

Factory: Philadelphia, Pa. 

Statement signed: April 18, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Appearing in. 

Rate issued by Regional Commissioner of Customs: Baltimore, May 
31, 1979. 


(B) Company: American Bristol Industries, Inc. 

Articles: High pressure breathing air compressor systems. 

Merchandise: Imported air compressors. 

Factory: Harbor City, Calif. 

Statement signed: June 1, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate issued by Regional Commissioner of Customs: San Francisco, 
June 18, 1979. 


(C) Company: American Fabrics Co. (The). 

Articles: Lace trimmings (galloons). 

Merchandise: Imported laces. 

Factory: Bridgeport, Conn. 

Statement signed: January 3, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Amendment issued by Regional Commissioner of Customs: New 
York, May 15, 1979. 

Amends: T.D. 49672-G to cover successorship from Max Mandel 
Laces, Inc. 


(D) Company: Barko Hydraulics, Inc. 
Articles: Cranes—tire or crawler type. 
297-793—79-—_3 
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Merchandise: Imported and/or drawback crane chassis—tire or 
crawler type. 

Factory: Superior, Wis. 

Statement signed: May 24, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate issued by Regional Commissioner of Customs: New York, 
June 6, 1979. 


(E) Company: The Bethlehem Corp. 

Articles: Gas turbine components and assemblies. 

Merchandise: Imported semi-finished gas turbine components. 

Factory: Easton, Pa. 

Statement signed: January 30, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Used in, less valuable waste. 

Rate issued by Regienal Commissioner of Customs: New York, 
May 8, 1979. 


(F) Company: Cincinnati Milacron-Heald Corp. 

Articles: Grinding, boring, and milling machines. 

Merchandise: Imported numerical controls. 

Factory: Worcester, Mass. 

Statement signed: April 30, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate issued by Regional Commissioner of Customs: New York, 


May 9, 1979. 


(G) Company: DG Shelter Products, Building Materials Group. 

Articles: Finished printed hardboard panels. 

Merchandise: Imported hardboard panels. 

Factories: Beaverton, Oreg.; Jacksonville, Fla. 

Statement signed: May 21, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate issued by Regional Commissioner of Customs: San Francisco, 
June 18, 1979. 


(H) Company: 3 E Corp. 

Articles: Flash band. 

Merchandise: Imported flash band (peel and stick roll aluminum seal- 
ing and flashing tape). 

Factory: Somerdale, N.J. 

Statement signed: April 17, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate issued by Regional Commissioner of Customs: New York, 
May 9, 1979. 


(1) Company: F. M. C. Corp., Northern Ordnance Division. 
Articles: Machined car bodies. 





CUSTOMS 


Merchandise: Imported cast car bodies. 

Factory: Minneapolis, Minn. 

Statement signed: June 7, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Appearing in. 

Rate issued by Regional Commissioner of Customs: New York; 
June 27, 1979. 


(J) Company: Gehl Co. 

Articles: Skid-steer loaders and other agricultural and industrial 
equipment. 

Merchandise: Imported and/or drawback diesel and gas engines. 

Factories: West Bend, Wis.; Madison, S. Dak. 

Statement signed: May 18, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate issued by Regional Commissioner of Customs: New York, 
June 6, 1979. 

(K) Company: Gulfstream American Corp. 

Articles: Aircraft and aircraft engine modification kits. 

Merchandise: Imported and/or drawback aircraft engines, propellers, 
cowlings, voltage, and other regulators, fuel and other pumps, 
fuel actuators, synchronizers, relays, indicators, tachometers, 
filters, timers, ignition units, deicers, fire detectors, mountings, 
brackets, landing gears, and other parts and furnishings. 

Factory: Savannah, Ga. 

Statement signed: March 2, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Appearing in. 

Rate issued by Regional Commissioner of Customs: Miami, May 15, 
1979. 

Revokes: T.D. 73-226—A, as amended by T.D. 74-279-G, and T.D. 
79-129-L, superseded. 

(L) Company: The Hoover Co. 

Articles: Vacuum cleaners. 

Merchandise: Imported electrical parts, vacuum cleaner parts, and 
other miscellaneous parts. 

Factory: North Canton, Ohio. 

Statement signed: April 12, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate issued by Regional Commissioner of Customs: Chicago, May 18, 
1979. 


(M) Company: Kohler Co. 

Articles: Generators. 

Merchandise: Imported and/or drawback diesel and gas engines. 
Factory: Mosel, Wis. 

Statement signed: May 1, 1979. 





18 CUSTOMS 


Basis of claim: Used in. 


Rate issued by Regional Commissioner of Customs: New York, May 
22, 1979. 


(N) Company: Lull Engineering Co., Inc. 

Articles: Rough terrain high-lift loaders. 

Merchandise: Imported Deutz F5L912 diesel air-cooled engines. 

Factory: St. Paul, Minn. 

Statement signed: March 29, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate issued by Regional Commissioner of Customs: Chicago, May 18, 
1979. 


(O) Company: Memorex Corp. 

Articles: Electronic equipment including magnetic recording and re- 
producing devices, data storage devices, disc drives and controllers, 
computer tape drives and controllers, communication equipment. 

Merchandise: Imported flexible disc drives, modular assemblies and 
electronic power supplies, power distribution units, assemblies, 
cables, harnesses, printed circuit boards (with components loaded), 
“Mother Boards’, chassis assemblies, read/write heads, other elec- 
tronic devices. 

Factories: Santa Clara, Cupertino, Mountain View, Santa Ana, Ana- 
heim, and Irvine, Calif.; Eau Claire, Wis. 

Statement signed: June 1, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Appearing in. 

Rate issued by Regional Commissioner of Customs: San Francisco, 
June 21, 1979. 


(P) Company: Michelin Tire Corp. 

Articles: Rubberized (calendered) tire fabric. 

Merchandise: Imported and/or drawback single ply rayon yarns. 

Factories: Sandy Springs, Greenville, and Spartanburg, $.C.; Dothan, 
Ala. 

Statement signed: March 2, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate issued by Regional Commissioner of Customs: Miami, May 8, 
1979. 

Revokes: T.D. 77-244-V, superseded. 


(Q) Company: Monolithic Memories, Inc. 

Articles: Finished semiconductor devices. 
Merchandise: Imported semiconductor subassemblies, 
Factory: Sunnyvale, Calif. 

Statement signed: February 21, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Appearing in. 
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Rate issued by Regional Commissioner of Customs: San Francisco, 
June 18, 1979. 


(R) Company: Rhone-Poulence, Inc. 

Articles: Citral I, citronellal P, pseudo methyl ionone, pseudo ionone. 

Merchandise: Imported triethanolamine ortho vanadate (Ovtea). 

Factory: Freeport, Tex. 

Statement signed: April 19, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate issued by Regional Commissioner of Customs: New York, 
June 1, 1979. 


(S) Company: SPD Precision, Ine. 

Articles: Dialed movements, finished watches, with or without bands 
or bracelets. 

Merchandise: Imported and/or drawback watch heads, movements, 
modules, cases, dials, bracelets, straps, and bands. 

Factory: New York, N.Y. 

Statement signed: June 7, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate issued by Regional Commissioner of Customs: New York, 
June 22, 1979. 


(T) Company: Schenectady Chemicals, Inc. 


Articles: Insulating varnish-polyester and polyester-imid. 

Merchandise: Imported theic (tris hydroxy ethyl isocyanurate). 

Factory: Schenectady, N.Y. 

Statement signed: April 4, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate issued by Regional Commissioner of Customs: New York, 
May 9, 1979. 


(U) Company: Joseph E. Seagram & Sons, Ine. 

Articles: Alcoholic beverage products (less than 100° proof). 

Merchandise: Imported bulk distilled spirits (more than 100° proof). 

Factory: Dundalk and Relay, Md. 

Statement signed: April 27, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate issued by Regional Commissioner of Customs: Baltimore, 
May 18, 1979. 


(V) Company: Jno. H. Swisher & Son, Inc. 

Articles: Cigars, cigarillos, and blended filler tobacco. 

Merchandise: Imported and/or drawback wrapper and filler tobacco. 
Factories: Jacksonville, Fla.; Waycross, Ga.; Cullman, Ala. 
Statement signed: March 29, 1979. 
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Basis of claim: Used in as to filler tobacco; used in, less valuable 
waste as to wrapper tobacco. 

Rate issued by Regional Commissioner of Customs: Miami, May 7, 
1979. 


(W) Company: Transbas, Inc. 

Articles: Herbicides: MCP/DMA amine formulation, and MCP/K 
salt formation. 

Merchandise: Imported technical MCPA (herbicide ingredient- 
benzenoid chemical). 

Factory: Billings, Mont. 

Statement signed: April 13, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate issued by Regional Commissioner of Customs: Los Angeles, 
May 29, 1979. 


(X) Company: Vermeer Manufacturing Co. 

Articles: Trenchers and other agricultural and industrial machines. 

Merchandise: Imported and/or drawback diesel and gas engines. 

Factory: Pella, Iowa. 

Statement signed: April 30, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate issued by Regional Commissioner of Customs: New York, 
May 25, 1979. 


(Y) Company: Wacker Corp. 

Articles: Hand-operated, gasoline-powered construction equipment. 

Merchandise: Imported gasoline engine. 

Factory: Hartford, Wis. 

Statement signed: May 17, 1979. 

Basis of claim: Used in. 

Rate issued by Regional Commissioner of Customs: Chicago, May 29, 
1979. 


(Z) Company: Wilbur-Ellis Co. 

Articles: Dry powdered bases for beverages. 

Merchandise: Drawback refined sugar. 

Factory: Placentia, Calif. 

Statement signed: May 16, 1979. 

Basis of claim:- Used in. 

Rate issued by Regional Commissioner of Customs: Los Angeles, 
May 29, 1979. 
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(T.D. 79-217) 


Bonds 


Approval and discontinuance of carrier bonds, Customs form 3587 


Bonds of carriers for the transportation of bonded merchandise have 
been approved or discontinued as shown below. The symbol ‘‘D” 
indicates that the bond previously outstanding has been discontinued 
on the month, day, and year represented by the figures which follow. 
“PB” refers to a previous bond, dated as represented by figures in 
parentheses immediately following, which has been discontinued. If 
the previous bond was in the name of a different company or if the 
surety was different, the information is shown in a footnote at the 


end of the list. 
Dated: July 36, 1979. 


Name of principal and surety 





Campbell Sixty Six Express, Inc., Springfield, MO; 
motor carrier; Commercial Union Insurance Co. 
(PB 9/1/68) D 7/9/79 


The Chesapeake & Ohio Railway Co., Richmond, 
VA; rail carrier; American Casualty Co. of Reading, 
PA 

(PB 7/24/75) D 7/24/79! 


Commercial Carriers, Inc., 20300 Civic Center Dr., 
Southfield, MI; motor carrier; American Casualty 
Co. of Reading, PA 

(PB 7/16/76) D 7/16/79 2 


Coyle Trans. Inc., 180 West First St., Boston, MA; 
motor carrier; Liberty Mutual Ins. Co. 
(PB 2/24/76) D 6/27/79 


Euro-American Air Freight Forwarding Co., Inc., 
One Airport Dr., Worcester, MA; motor carrier; In- 
vestors Insurance Co. of America 

(PB 3/23/76) D 7/18/79 3 


Fleetwood Forwarding, Ltd., 175 Underhill Blvd., 
Syosset, NY; motor carrier; Peerless Ins. Co. 


Florida East Coast Railway Co., One Malaga St., St. 
Augustine, FL; rail carrier; Seaboard Surety Co. 
(PB 5/17/61) D 7/6/79 4 


Greater Miami Air Freight, Inc., 7795 N.W. 32 St., 
Miami, FL; motor carrier; St. Paul Fire & Marine 
Ins. Co. 


Hamet Truck Lines, Inc., P. O. Box 40905, Houston, 
TX; motor carrier; St. Paul Fire & Marine Ins. Co. 


John A. Hanson Co., Inc., 365 Dorchester Ave., 
Boston, MA; motor carrier; Peerless Ins. Co. 


Date of 
bond 


July 9,1979 


July 24,1979 


16, 1979 





| June 27,1979 


23, 1979 


17, 1979 


17, 1979 


10, 1979 


25, 1979 





9, 1979 





Date of 
approval 


July 9,1979 


24, 1979 


17, 1979 


June 27,1979 


18, 1979 


13, 1979 


7, 1979 


13, 1979 


13, 1979 


20, 1979 








Filed with district 
director/area 
director/amount 


8t. Louis, 
$35,000 


MO; 


Norfolk, VA; 
$100,000 


Detroit, MT; 
$50, 000 


Boston, MA; 
$50,000 


Boston, MA; 
$25,000 


New York Sea- 
port; $25,000 


Tampa, FI; 
$50,000 


Miami, FL; 
$50,000 


Houston, TX; 
25,000 


Boston, MA; 
$25,000 
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Filed with district 
Name of principal and surety Date of Date of director/area 
bond approval director/amount 





Hardinger Transfer Co., Inc., 1314 West 18th St., P.O. | June 29,1979 | July 9,1979 | Cleveland, OH; 
Box 521, Erie, PA; motor carrier; United States 50,000 
Fidelity and Guaranty Co. 


Lague Express Inc., Farmham, Quebec, Canada; | July 2, 1977 Ogdensburg, NY; 
motor carrier; The Hanover Ins. Co. $25,000 
D 7/10/79 


Law Trucking Co., Crow Point Rd., Lincoln, RI; 11, 1979 . 12,1979 | Providence, RI; M 
motor carrier; Western Surety Ins. $25,000 
D 7/16/79 


Nussbaum Trucking, Inc., Route 51 North, Normal, 12, 1976 27,1976 | Chicago, IL; 
IL; motor carrier; Liberty Mutual Ins. Co. $100,000 
D 6/29/79 


Old Dominion Freight Lines, P.O. Box 2006, High 16, 1979 16,1979 | Norfolk, Va; 
Point, NC; motor carrier; Peerless Ins. Co. $50,000 
(PB 12/20/73) D 7/16/79 5 


Plymouth Rock Transportation Corp., 12830 Massa- | May 15,1973 | June 13,1973 | New York Sea- 
chusetts Ave., Boston, MA; motor carrier; Liberty port; 
Mutual Ins. Co. $25,000 

D 7/13/79 


Rex Air Freight, Inc., Bldg 2141, Miami International 15, 1977 . 6,1977 | Miami, FL; 
Airport, P.O. Box 48-0185, Miami, FL; freight for- $25,000 
warder; Washington International Insurance Co. 

D 7/11/79 


Western Carriers, Inc., 620 So. Dawson, Seatile, WA; 20, 1979 22,1979 | Seattle, WA; 
motor carrier; Fireman’s Fund Ins, Co. $25,000 
D 6/28/79 














1 Surety is The Home Idemnity Co. 
2 Surety is Aetna Casualty & Surety Co. of Hartford, CT 
3 Surety is Peerless Ins. Co. 
4 Surety is United States Fidelity and Guaranty Co. 
§ Surety is Firemans Fund Insurance Co. 
BON-3-03 
Dona.p W. Lewis, 
Acting Assistant Commissioner, 
Regulations and Rulings. 


(T.D. 79-218) 


Foreign Currencies—Daily Rates for Countries Not on Quarterly List 


Rates of exchange based on rates certified to the Secretary of the Treasury by 
the Federal Reserve Bank of New York for the Hong Kong dollar, Iran rial, 
People’s Republic of China yuan, Philippines peso, Singapore dollar, Thailand 
baht (tical), Brazil cruzeiro 


The Federal Reserve Bank of New York, pursuant to section 522(c), 
Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (31 U.S.C. 372(c)), has certified buying 
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rates for the dates and foreign currencies shown below. The rates of 
exchange, based on these buying rates, are published for the informa- 
tion and use of Customs officers and others concerned pursuant to 
part 159, subpart C, Customs Regulations (19 CFR 159, subpart C). 
Brazil cruzeiro: 
July 16-20, 1979 . 0383 
People’s Republic of China yuan: 
July 16-17, 1979 . 645494 
July 18, 1979 . 648719 
July 19-20, 1979 . 648761 
Hong Kong dollar: 
July 16, 1979 193911 
July 17, 1979 . 193761 
July 18, . 192289 
July 19, 1! . 193237 
July 20, . 194477 
Tran rial: 
July 16-20, 1979 . 0142 
Philippines peso: 
July 16-20, 1979 . 1365 
Singapore dollar: 
July 16, 1¢ . 463822 
July 17, . 465116 
July 18, 469484 
July 19, . 467946 
July 20, 465116 
Thailand baht (tical): 
July 16-20, 1979 . 0505 
(LIQ-3-0:D:E) 


Date: August 1, 1979. 


Husert N. GILuer, 
(For Ben L. Irvin, Acting 
Director, Duty Assessment Division). 





Recent Unpublished Customs Service 
Decisions 


The following listing of recent administrative decisions issued by 
the Office of Regulations and Rulings, U.S. Customs Service, and not 
otherwise published, is published for the information of Customs 
officers and the importing community. Although the decisions are 
not of sufficient general interest to warrant publication as Treasury 
decisions, the listing describes the issues involved and is intended to 
aid Customs officers and concerned members of the public in identi- 
fying matters of interest which recently have been considered by the 
Office of Regulations and Rulings. 

A copy of any decision included in this listing, identified by its 
date and file number, may be obtained in a form appropriate for 
public distribution upon written request to the Office of Regulations 
and Rulings Attention: Legal Reference Area, Room 2404, U.S. 
Customs Service, 1301 Constitution Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 
20229. These copies will be made available at a cost to the requester 
of $0.10 per page. However, the Customs Service will waive this 
charge if the total number of pages copied is 10 or less. 

Decisions listed in earlier issues of the Customs BuLueTIn, through 
April 11, 1979, are available in microfiche format at a cost of $6.90 
($0.15 per sheet of fiche). It is anticipated that additions to the 
microfiche will be made quarterly and subscriptions are available. 
Requests for the microfiche now available and for subscriptions 
should be directed to the legal reference area. Subscribers will auto- 
matically receive updates as they are issued and will be billed 
accordingly. 

Dated: July 30, 1979. 

Donatp W. Lewis, 
Acting Assistant Commissioner, 
Regulations and Rulings. 





Date of 
decision 


1-79 


6-20-79 


5-16-79 


6-28-79 


File No. 


306454 


609392 


710585 
710628 


710679 


055258 


055305 


057270 
057374 
057415 
057895 
057906 
057961 
057973 
058520 
058847 


058914 


058922 


058962 


058965 


060015 


060437 


CUSTOMS 


Issue 


Brokers: Foreign ownership of customhouse broker 
corporations 

Enforcement: Whether internal revenue taxes are con- 
sidered Customs duties for the purposes of assessing 
and mitigating liquidated damages under 19 CFR 
172.22(d) (1) 

Country of origin marking: Whether imported photo 
album covers are substantially transformed, following 
importation, by the addition of American-made sheets 
and screw posts 

Prohibited and restricted importations: Mace 

Country of origin marking: Yarn to be dyed in Canada 
before being imported into the United States 

Temporary importation under bond: Substitution of 
duty-free consumption entry for temporary importa- 
tion under bond entry due to mistake of fact 

Classification: Electronic clock movement portion of 
clock radio (720.02) 

American selling price: Women’s casual, slip-on open- 
toe, open-back sandal with medium wedge bottom 
and upper of rope and plastic (700.60) 

Classification: Handbags and shopping bags of plastic 
distinguished (706.60, 774.60) 

Classification: Sterilizer (661.70, 683.32) 

Classification: Molded clipboard pallets (204.30) 

Classification: Hooks; coupling links; master links; 
chain slings (652.24-652.35, 657.25, 664.10) 

Classification: Steam facial appliance (684.20, 684.50, 
772.15) 

Classification: Nylon travelers used in textile machinery 
(670.68) 

Classification: Buffer shotgun cartridge; anticorrosive 
chemical (425.52, 657.40) 

Classification: Ornaments and appliques assembled 
abroad from ribbons from the United States (807.00) 
Classification: Cementitious hydraulic slag cement 

(511.14, 523.91) 

Classification: American-made loudspeakers exported to 
Mexico for disassembly and returned for subsequent 
manufacturing processes (800.00, 806.20, 806.30) 

Classification: Vinyl cover used on a vibrating massage 
pillow (709.40, 772.35) 

Classification: Electrical strings of party or Christmas 
lights assembled abroad from component wires and 
brass terminals of U.S. origin (800.00, 807.00) 

Classification: Abrasive dise (519.51, 519.84, 774.60) 

Classification: Hair preparations (425.52, 428.46, 432.00, 
437.49, 437.82, 460.85, 461.40, 465.15, 465.20) 

Classification: Fruit powder (152.05) 
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Date of 
decision 


File No. 


060489 
060501 
060593 


061011 


061030 


061117 


061197 
061215 
061290 
061384 
062045 
062146 
063069 


063083 


063088 
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Classification: ““Tacboard”’ (540.71) 

Classification: Fish roe (113.35, 113.40) 

Classification: Catalysts (417.12, 418.60, 419.60, 419.72, 
423.88, 423.90, 423.96) 

American selling price: Men’s casual closed-toe, closed- 
back, oxford-type tie shoe with medium heel and 
woven fabric upper (700.60) 

Generalized system of preferences (GSP): Whether 
tetramisole, an intermediate product in the manu- 
facture of a GSP-eligible article, is a substantially 
transformed constituent material 

Classification: Whether a label on a garment constitutes 
ornamentation 

Classification: Cartoon figures (737.45, 737.50, 771.42) 

Classification: Cookie garland (772.95, 772.97) 

Classification: Heat transfer emblem (389.50, 389.62) 

Classification: Racing cars exported for racing (802.30) 

Classification: Tricot boot liner (700.60) 

Classification: J-bolts (646.54, 646.72) 

Classification: Diced fresh celery exported for freeze 
drying, sold while abroad, and returned to United 
States (806.20) 

Classification: Digital display for coordinatograph 
(710.80, 712.49) 

Classification: Electrosurgical dispersive electrode 
(685.90) 





Decisions of the United States 
Court of Customs and 
Patent Appeals 


(C.A.D. 1230) 


Tue UnNirEep STATES, PETITIONER, v. JAMES L. Watson, JUDGE, 
Unirep Srates Customs Court, RESPONDENT; MICHELIN TIRE 
CoRPORATION, RESPONDENT-PARTY-IN-INTEREST 


No. 79-17 (— F. 2d —) 


1. PetiT1ion FoR Writs oF MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 


Petition for writs of mandamus and prohibition seeking (1) to 
require the Customs Court to limit its review of the Treasury 
Secretary’s countervailing duty assessment to the administrative 
record, and (2) to prohibit the Customs Court from conducting a 


trial de nova. Petition denied. 


2. EXTRAORDINARY WRIT 


The final judgment rule cannot be evaded by use of an extraor- 
dinary writ in order to avoid delay or inconvenience. The writs 
here sought have traditionally been employed only to confine a lower 
court to its prescribed jurisdiction or to prevent a judicial usurpa- 
tion of power. They will not issue to cure the mere commission of 
reversible error; and a petitioner must demonstrate (1) the absence 
of other means to obtain relief, and (2) a clear and indisputable 
right to the writ. Moreover, if a substantial argument can be made 
in support of the questionable jurisdictional ruling, the case is not 
appropriate for mandamus. 


3. Scorn or Revirew—Customs Court 


There is no challenge to the jurisdiction of the Customs Court 
over either persons or subject matter. If de novo conduct of the 
trial herein be error, that procedural error would not alone support 
mandamus. There are no statutory provisions and no common law 
doctrines setting forth the nature or scope of review of counter- 
vailing duty assessments in the Customs Court. 


4, Ip.—SumMary JUDGMENT 
A lower court’s denial of a summary judgment motion should not 
27 
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be reviewed through the device of a prerogative writ. Moreover, the 
denial is not final order or judgment and is thus not appealable. 


U.S. Court of Customs and Patent Appeals, July 26, 1979 
Appeal from U.S. Customs Court, Court No. 75-9-02467 


{Petition for Writs of Mandamus and Prohibition—Petition Denied] 


Barbara Allen Babcock, Assistant Attorney General, David M. Cohen, Joseph I. 
Liebman, Sidney N. Weiss for the United States. 

Paul Windels, Jr., John Y. Taggart, attorneys of record, for appellee (Windels, 
Marx, Davies & Ives), of counsel. 


[Oral argument on May 2, 1979, by David M. Cohen for appellant and by Paul Windels, Jr., for appellee.] 


Before Markey, Chief Judge, Ricw, Bautpwin, MiLuER, Associate Judges, 
and LumBarp,* Circuit Judge. 
Markey, Chief Judge. 

[1] The importer, Michelin Tire Corp. (Michelin) challenged a 
Treasury Department decision to assess countervailing duties against 
X-radial steel belted tires manufactured by Michelin Tire Manu- 
facturing Co. of Canada, Ltd. (Michelin of Canada). 

The Government here seeks writs of mandamus and prohibition, 
(1) requiring the Customs Court to limit its review of the decision 
to the administrative record and (2) prohibiting the conduct of a 
trial de novo. The Government also appeals, in effect, from the 
denial of its motion for summary judgment. 


We deny the writs, as inappropriate in the present circumstances, 
and dismiss the appeal for lack of jurisdiction. 


BAacKkGROUND 


In 1972, the Rubber Manufacturers Association filed a then- 
anonymous complaint with the Treasury Department, asserting that 
certain benefits received by Michelin of Canada under a regional 
development program of the Canadian Government, necessitated 
imposition of countervailing duties under section 303 of the Tariff 
Act of 1930, 19 U.S.C. 1303 (1970).1 Neither an unfair competitive 


*The Honorable J. Edward Lumbard, Senior Circuit Judge, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Second 
Circuit, sitting by designation. 
1 At that time, 19 U.S.C. 1303 provided; 
§ 1303. Countervailing duties. 

Whenever any country, dependency, colony, province, or other political subdivision of government, 
person, partnership, association, cartel, or corporation shall pay or bestow, directly or indirectly, any 
bounty or grant upon the manufacture or production or export of any article or merchandise manu- 
factured or produced in such country, dependency, colony, province, or other political subdivision of 
government, and such article or merchandise is dutiable under the provisions of this chapter, then 
upon the importation of any such article or merchandise into the United States, whether the same 
shall be imported directly from the country of production or otherwise, and whether such article or 
merchandise is imported in the same condition as when exported from the country of production or has 
been changed in condition by remanufacture or otherwise, there shall be levied and paid, in all such 
cases, in addition to the duties otherwise imposed by this chapter, an additional duty equal to the net 
amount of such bounty or grant, however the same be paid or bestowed. The Secretary of the Treasury 
shall from time to time ascertain and determine, or estimate, the net amount of each such bounty or 
grant, and shall declare the net amount so determined or estimated. The Secretary of the Treasury 
shall make all regulations he may deem necessary for the identification of such articles and merchandise 
and for the assessment and collection of such additional duties. 
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advantage nor an injury to domestic interests was asserted. Treasury 
instituted a countervail proceeding, described by Michelin as the first 
against a specified company and its product rather than against all 
recipients of a benefit, the first concerned with a regional development 
program of general applicability, the first in which a ccmplainant’s 
constituents participated in that very program, and the first in which 
complainants’ identity was initially secret. 

On January 4, 1973, the Secretary of the Treasury (Secretary) 
assessed the requested countervailing duties, having determined that 
Michelin of Canada received bounties or grants under section 303. 
T.D. 73-10. On September 26, 1975, Michelin filed suit in the Customs 
Court, contesting the denial of its protest against the assessment. 
Michelin alleged that the Secretary erred, because Michelin of Canada 
had not received a bounty or grant, and that the Secretary’s decision 
was improperly influenced by illegal contributions of domestic tire 
manufacturers to the Committee to Re-Elect the President.” 

Claiming that Michelin was not entitled to a trial de novo on the 
Secretary’s decision, but was limited to a review of the administrative 
record, the Government moved for summary judgment, saying there 
were no material facts in issue. Michelin responded that the ‘“adminis- 
trative record” was a fabrication, created long after the Secretary’s 
decision by Justice Department lawyers responding to a motion to 
produce,‘ and that there were material fact issues. The court denied 
the motion, Michelin Tire Corp. v. United States, 82 Cust. Ct. 5: 
C.R.D. 79-6, F. Supp. (1979), and the Government filed 
the present petition. 


IssuEs 


The issues are (1) whether there is a necessity for writs prohibiting 
the conduct of a trial de novo and limiting the scope of review to con- 
sideration of the administrative record in this case, and (2) whether 


2 A bounty was either paid or not paid. Ifa bounty were paid, countervailing duties were statutorily man- 
dated. If a bounty were not paid, no basis would exist for imposition of countervailing duties. Whether evi- 
dence of improper influence is relevant is a matter for initial determination by the trial court. 

Similarly, the Government’s brief and appendix recite numerous instances of discovery and other inter- 
locutory orders and actions of plaintiff and the court in which the Government sees some unfairness. 

Neither receipt of improper influence evidence nor the appended recitation is made the basis of the pe- 
tition before us. Accordingly, we express no view thereon. 

3 The Government had earlier filed a motion to limit the scope of trial in essentially the same respects. 
That motion was denied in Michelin Tire Corp. v. United States, 81 Cust. Ct. 157, C.R.D. 78-12, —— F. 
Supp. —— (1978). 

4 The statute does not specifically require the formal preparation of an administrative record. Later com- 
pliation of the materials and documents which the Secretary actually had before him at the time of his 
decision would not render that form of administrative record a fabrication. A proper review “‘on the record’”’ 
can be accomplished only when that record includes all evidence presented by the parties and the reasons 
supporting the decision under review. 
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this court should at this time issue an order directing grant of the 
Government’s motion for summary judgment.® 


OPINION 
(1) The Extraordinary Writ 
(A) BASIC CONSIDERATIONS 


[2] Neither the general rule limiting the appellate function to review 
of final judgments, nor the statute so limiting our appellate function, 
28 U.S.C. 2601(a) (1976)°, can be evaded by use of an extraordinary 
writ in order to avoid delay entailing hardship, inconvenience, or an 
unnecessary trial. Bankers Life & Casualty Co. v. Holland, 346 U.S. 
379, 383-84 (1953). The drastic nature of the writ dictates that it be 
issued only in extraordinary circumstances. 

Traditionally, the writs here sought have been employed only when 
it appeared encumbent upon an appellate court ‘to confine an inferior 
court to a lawful exercise of its prescribed jurisdiction or to compel it 
to exercise its authority when it is its duty to do so.” Roche v. Evapo- 
rated Milk Association, 319 U.S. 21, 26 (1943). A writ may be the only 
available antidote to an attempted exercise of a nonexistent juris- 
diction, United States v. Boe, 64 CCPA 11, C.A.D. 1177, 543 F. 2d 
151 (1976), or it may be a needed and necessary remedy under circum- 
stances amounting to a judical “usurpation of power.” Will v. United 
States, 389 U.S. 90, 95 (1967).” 

Through a narrowly or technically defined “jurisdiction” may not 
foreclose mandamus, Kerr v. United States District Court, 426 U.S. 394, 
402 (1976), the writ will not issue to cure the mere commission of 
reversible error, Banker’s Life & Casualty Co. v. Holland, supra at 
382-83; and a petitioner must demonstrate (1) the absence of any 
other adequate means to obtain relief, and (2) a “clear and indisput- 
able” right to the writ, Kerr v. United States District Court, supra at 
403. 

5 To the extent that the Customs Court’s opinion in C.R.D. 79-6 implies or asserts that a trial de novo 
is appropriate in every case presented to the Customs Court, that implication or assertion is dictum. 
Thus, judgments in other cases, e.g., that in Suwanee Steamship Co. v. United States, 79 Cust Ct. 19, C.D. 
4708, 435 F. Supp. 389 (1977) stand uneffected by anything said here or in the opinion in C.R.D. 79-6. Simi- 
larly, we decline comment on the extended discussion in C.R.D. 79-6 of matters such as the history of the 
Customs Court, its scope of authority, and lack of restriant on its determinations. Those matters are not 
at issue and need not be considered or decided by this court at this time. 

¢ 28 U.S.C. 2601(a) provides: 

§ 2601. Appeals from Customs Court Decisions 

(a) A party may appeal to the Court of Customs and Patent Appeals from a final judgment or order 
of the Customs Court within 60 days after entry of the judgment or order. 

Under 28 U.S.C. 1541(b), this court has discretion to accept an interlocutory appeal! certified by the Cus- 
toms Court as involving a controlling question of law as to which there is a substantial basis for difference 
of opinion. The Customs Court twice refused a Government request for certification in the present case. 

7 We do not here deal with a request for the supervisory writ discussed in LaBuy v. Howes Leather Co., 
352 U.S. 249 (1957). Nor would that type writ be appropriate here. LaBuy dealt with the Federal Rules 


of Civil Procedure, and was described by the Supreme Court in Will v. United States, supra at 104 n. 14, as 
“simply inapposite where there is no showing of a persistent disregard of the federal rules.” 
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The Supreme Court has recently cast doubt on use of the writ of 
mandamus to cure a mere abuse of discretion: 

Although the District Court’s exercise of its discretion may be 
subject to review and modification in a proper interlocutory 
appeal, cf. Landis, 299 U.S., at 256-259, we are convinced that 
it ought not to be overridden by a writ of mandamus.’ Where a 
matter is committed to the discretion of a district court, it cannot 
be said that a litigant’s right to a particular result is “clear and 
indisputable.” 


7 Although in at least one instance we approved the issuance 
of the writ upon a mere showing of abuse of discretion, La Buy v. 
Howes Leather Co., 352 U.S. 249, 257 (1957), we warned soon 
thereafter against the dangers of such a practice. “Courts faced 
with petitions for the peremptory writs must be careful lest they 

suffer themselves to be misled by labels such as ‘abuse of discre- 

tion’ and ‘want of power’ into interlocutory review of nonappeal- 
able orders on the mere ground that they may be erroneous.” 
Will v. United States, 380 U.S. 90, 98 n.6 (1967). 


Will v. Calvert Fire Insurance Co., 437 U.S. 655, 665-66 and n.7 
(1978) (footnote 8 omitted). 

Concerning the applicability of statutory and common law juris- 
dictional standards, this court recently expressed the view that a 
writ may issue only when the challenged action is “‘so plainly wrong 
as to indicate failure to comprehend or refusal to be guided by un- 
ambiguous provisions of a statute or settled common law doctrine. 
If a rational and substantial legal argument can be made in support of 
the questionable jurisdictional ruling, the case is not appropriate for 
mandamus * * *” Formica Corp. v. Lefkowitz, 590 F. 2d 915, 921, 
200 USPQ 641, 646 (CCPA), cert. denied, 442 U.S. , 202 USPQ 
159 (1979) (quoting American Airlines, Inc. v. Forman, 204 F. 2d 
230, 232 (3d Cir.), cert. denied, 346 U.S. 806 (1953)).8 


(B) THE PRESENT CASE 


Application of the foregoing considerations to the present record 
reflects the absence of a basis for exercise of our discretion to grant the 
requested writs. That the Government may suffer hardship, incon- 
venience, or an unusually complex trial, provides no such basis.[3] 
There is no challenge to the jurisdiction of the Customs Court over 
either persons or subject matter, and thus ne need to confine that 


8 The state of the law with respect to extraordinary writs is not of crystalline clarity. See, e.g., Schlagenhauf 
v. Holder, 379 U.S. 104 (1964); LaBuy v. Howes Leather Co., supra; Colonial Times, Inc. v. Gasch, 509 F. 2d 
517 (D.C. Cir. 1975); United States v. United States District Court, 444 F. 2d 651 (6th Cir. 1971), aff’d, 407 
U.S. 297 (1972); Kaufman v. Edelstein, 539 F. 2d 811 (2d Cir. 1976); United States v. Sherman, 581 F. 2d 1358 
(9th Cir. 1978); American Airlines, Inc. v. Forman, supra; Pfizer, Inc. v. Lord, 522 F. 2d 612 (8th Cir. 1975), 
cert. denied, 424 U.S. 950 (1976). 
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court to its prescribed jurisdiction or to order an exercise thereof.° 
If de novo conduct of the trial herein be error, that procedural error 
would not alone support mandamus. The Government has not dem- 
onstrated absence of other means to obtain relief from an action so 
extraordinary as to give it a clear and indisputable right to the writs. 
An abuse of discretion, if it had here occurred, would not alone 
warrant mandamus. There are no statutory provisions and no commcn 
law doctrines setting forth the nature or scope of the review of counter- 
vailing duty assessments in the Customs Court; hence there can be no 
failure to comprehend cr refusal to be guided by statute or legal 
doctrine 

Finally, if it be assumed that an election between review de novo 
and review on the administrative record constitutes a questionable 
‘Jurisdictional ruling,” the case would remain inappropriate for 
mandamus. Congress having supplied no guidelines or criteria for 
determining what constitutes a “bounty” and what does not, having 
made no requirement that the Secretary hold a hearing or make a 
record for review, or that the Administrative Procedure Act be 
applied, and having provided no definition of the nature of the 
judicial review to be conducted in countervailing duty cases, “rational 
and substantial legal arguments’ can be made in support of both 
review de novo and review on an administrative record. The briefs 
before us on this petition contain numerous such arguments. 

We indicate no view respecting the merit or propriety of either 
scope of review. Our limited holding is that mandamus will not lie, 
in the present unsettled state of the law, to prevent review of a counter- 


vailing duty determination through the mechanism of a trial de novo 
in this case.!° 


(2) Motion For Summary Judgment 


[4] The Government incorporates in its petition for writs of 
mandamus and prohibition a request for an order directing the 
Customs Court to grant its motion for summary judgment. A lower 
court’s denial of a summary judgment motion should not, however; 
be reviewed through the device of a prerogative writ. Chappell & Co! 
v. Frankel, 367 F. 2d 197 (2d Cir. 1966). 

Moreover, though the Government’s request appears in the last 


® The Government’s assertion that usurpation of the Secretary’s function will occur is premature. The 
final judgment of the Customs Court may support the Secretary’s decision, may direct a remand, or may 
reverse the Secretary’s decision upon a finding that a bounty was not paid. Only in the last instance could 
it be said that the Customs Court had substituted its judgment for that of the Secretary, and that action, if 
erroneous, is curable on appeal. We are not here persuaded that review de novo in itself, unlike the situation 
in Ex parte Peru, 318 U.S. 578 (1943), so bears on the international affairs of the United States as to require 
mandamus. 

10 Absent intervening congressional direction, the question may be briefed, argued, and decided in an 


appeal from an adverse judgment resting on evidence adduced in a de novo trial and not before the Secretary 
at the time of his decision. 
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segment of its brief in support of its petition for the writs, it is in 
effect an appeal from the denial of its summary judgment motion and 
must be dismissed. Not being a final order or judgment, the denial of 
the present motion is not appealable. In re Yarn Processing Patent 
Validity Litigation, 541 F. 2d 1127 (5th Cir. 1976); Sabin v. Butz, 
515 F. 2d 1061 n.6 (10th Cir. 1975); American National Bank and 
Trust Co. v. Certain Underwriters, 444 F. 2d 640 (7th Cir. 1971). This 
court is without jurisdiction to review the challenged denial or to 
grant the requested order. 
ConcLusION 

The petition for writs of mandamus and prohibition is denied, the 
requested writs being inappropriate in the present circumstances. The 
appeal from the denial of the Government’s motion for summary 
judgment is dismissed for lack of jurisdiction. 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY, July 23, 1979. 


The following abstracts of decisions of the United States Customs 
Court at New York are published for the information and guidance 
of officers of the customs and others concerned. Although the decisions 
are not of sufficient general interest to print in full, the summary 
herein given will be of assistance to customs officials in easily locating 
cases and tracing important facts. 


Rosert E. CHaseEn, 
Commissioner of Customs. 
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International 
Trade Commission Notices 


Investigations by the U.S. International Trade Commission 
DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 


The appended notices relating to investigations by the U.S. Inter- 
national Trade Commission are published for the information of 
Customs Officers and others concerned. 


R. E. Cuasen, 
Commissioner of Customs. 


In the Matter of 
CERTAIN THERMOMETER SHEATH Investigation No. 337—-TA-56 
PACKAGES ; 


Commission Determination and Order 


The U.S. International Trade Commission conducted an investiga- 
tion under the authority of section 337 of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 
U.S.C. 1337) (sec. 337) of unfair methods of competition and unfair 
acts in the unauthorized importation into the United States of certain 
thermometer sheath packages covered by the claims of U.S. Letters 
Patents No. 3,525,558, and 3,847,280, or in their sale by the owner, 
importer, consignee, or agent of either, the effect or tendency of which 
is to destroy or substantially injure an industry, efficiently and eco- 
nomically operated, in the United States. On July 10, 1979, the Com- 
mission determined that there is a violation of section 337 and ordered 
that thermometer sheath packages falling within claims 1, 4, 5, 8, 9, 13, 
15, 16, 17, and 18 of U.S. Letters Patent No. 3,552,558, and claims 
1, 2, and 5 of U.S. Letters Patent No. 3,847,280 be excluded from 
entry into the United States for the term of those patents (until 
January 5, 1988)! unless the importation is licensed by the patent 
owner. 


1 A terminal disclaimer filed with the application for U.S. Letters Patent No. 3,847,280 reduces the term of 
that patent, granted Nov. 12, 1974, to Jan. 5, 1988, the expiration date of U.S. Letters Patent No. 3,552,558. 
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This determination and order disposes of the Commission’s thermom- 
eter sheath packages investigation. The Commission’s determination 
and order are set forth below; the Commissioners’ opinions are in- 
cluded in a separate Commission publication. 

Determination 

Having reviewed the record in this matter, the Commission, on 
July 10, 1979, determined: ? 

1. That there is a violation of section 337 of the Tariff Act of 1930, 
as amended, in the importation into the United States, of certain 
thermometer sheath packages falling within claims 1, 4, 5, 8, 9, 13, 
15, 16, 17, and 18 of U.S. Letters Patent No. 3,552,558 and claims 
1, 2, and 5 of U.S. Letters Patent No. 3,847,280, or in their sale by 
their owners, importers, consignees, or agents of either, in the United 
States, the effect or tendency of which is to substantially injure an 
industry, efficiently and economically operated, in the United States; * 

2. That the appropriate remedy for such a violation is to direct 
that thermometer sheath packages falling within claims 1, 4, 5, 8, 9, 
13, 15, 16, 17, and 18 of U.S. Letters Patent No. 3,552,558, and 
claims 1, 2, and 5 of U.S. Letters Patent No. 3,847,280, be excluded 
from entry into the United States for the terms of said patents, except 
under license of the patent owner; * 

3 That, after considering the effect of such relief upon the public 


health and welfare, competitive conditions in the U.S. economy, the 
production of like or directly competitive articles in the United States, 
and U S. consumers, such relief should be imposed; and 

4, That the bond provided for in subsection (g)(3) of section 337 of 
the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 USC. 1337(¢)(3)) be in the amount of 
10 percent of the value of the thermometer sheath packages concerned, 
f ob. foreign port 


Order 

Accordingly, it is hereby ordered that— 

1 Complainant’s motion * to dismiss those portions of the amended 
complaint which allege that respondents are offering their thermometer 
sheath packages below their average variable cost in order to damage 
the business of complainant and make complainant less effective as a 
competitor, is granted; 

2. Thermometer sheath packages falling within claims 1, 4, 5, 8, 9, 


2 Chairman Joseph O. Parker determined that there is no violation of sec. 337 for the reasons set forthin 
his dissenting opinion. 

3 The Commission determined that claims 12 and 19 of U.S. Letters Patent No. 3,552,558 are not being 
infringed by the imported thermometer sheath packages. 

4 Because the terminal portion of U.S. Letters Patent No. 3,847,280 has been disclaimed, the expiration 
date for both patents is Jan. 5, 1988. 


5 The motion is not numbered, but is contained in a letter from complainant’s counsel dated Feb. 7, 1979, 
and filed Feb. 12, 1979. 
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13, 15, 16, 17, and 18 of U.S. Letters Patent No. 3,552,558 and claims 
1, 2, and 5 of U.S. Letters Patent No. 3,847,280 are excluded from 
entry into the United States for the terms of said patents except where 
such importation is licensed by the owner of said patents; ® 

3. Thermometer sheath packages ordered to be excluded from entry 
are entitled to entry into the United States under bond in the amount 
of 10 percent of their value, f.o.b. foreign port, from the day after the 
day this order is received by the President pursuant to section 337(g) 
of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended, until such time as the President 
notifies the Commission that he approves or disapproves this action, 
but, in any event, not later than 60 days after such day of receipt; 

4. That this deterination and order will be published in the Federal 
Register and served upon each party of record in this investigation and 
upon the U.S. Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, the 
U.S. Department of Justice, the Federal Trade Commission, and the 
Secretary of the Treasury; and 

5. That the U.S. International Trade Commission may amend this 
order at any time. 

By order of the Commission: 

Issued: July 25, 1979. 

KENNETH R. Mason, 
Secretary. 


‘See note 1, supra; 
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Gas turbine components and assemblies______________________ 79-216-E 
Machines, grinding, boring and milling 79-216-F 
Panels, finished printed hardboard 79-216-G 
Flash band 79-216-H 
F.M.C Corp., Northern Ordnance Dev 
Skid-steer loaders and other agricultural and industrial equip- 
ment 

Aircraft and aircraft engine modification kits 79-216-K 
Vacuum cleaners 79-216-L 
CHONIGESCOR Ss Seer ae Se Se ee ee ee 79-216—M 
Loaders, rough terrain high-lift 79-216-N 
Electronic equipment 79-216-O 
Tire fabric, rubberized (calendered) 79-216-P 
Semiconducter devices, finished 79-216-Q 
Citral I, Citronellal P. Pseudo Methyl Ionone, Pseudo Ionone__. 79-216-R. 
SPD Precision, Ine 79-216-S 
Varnish-polyester, insulating 79-216-T 
Alcoholic beverage products 79-216-U 
Cigars, cigarillos, and blended filler tobacco 79-216-V 
BEGPIGIOGR! cate 2 Ae se SO ee ne Fe ee 79-216-—W 
Trenchers 79-216-X 
Construction equipment 79-216-Y 
Powdered bases, dry for beverages 

Reimbursable services: 
Excess Cost of Preclearance Operations. —_....._....-.--____-- 79-215 

Bonds: 
Carrier (CF 3587) 

Foreign currencies: 
Daily certified rates: July 16-20, 1979 
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